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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1.This manuscript presents a descriptive article, based on the medical complications.

Images of the IHC, present the descriptive and routine Information at protein level. In

fact, exploration of specific protein expression is required to be unmasked in breast,

kidney, and bilateral thyroid in future. 2.Figures 7,8, and 9: Neither title, nor figures’

No., nor descriptive legends are included bellow of the provided images. 3. IHC is the

routine and classic method for tracing the protein expression of the samples. “ ER (+,

medium intensity, about 80%), PR (+, medium-strong intensity, about 80%), CerbB-2 (1+),

Ki67 (about 30%+).” The provided text for IHC requires to be revised for figures 7,8,

and 9. “ about 80% is inadequate, it is essential to provide the enumeration of the target

cells ( number of analyzed cells/ total cell count). 4-In fact, the broad scientific

exploration will, definitely, unmask the molecular and biological hidden roots, by

exploring the essential/ involved target proteins related to breast, kidney, and thyroid

of this case. Sincerely Parvin Mehdipour
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I think it is a very interesting case and should be published. There are major English

language problems that should be corrected before publication. Some parts are obvious

word by word translations and are difficult to understand. The paper should be review

for language.
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